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April 4 Ballot Question

Shall the School District of Cameron, Barron County, Wisconsin be
authorized to exceed the revenue limit specified in Section 121.91,
Wisconsin Statutes, by $675,000 for the 2017-2018 school year, by
an additional $250,000 (for a total of $925,000) for the 2018-2019
school year and to remain at $925,000 for the 2019-2020 school
yeat, and by an additional $100,000 (for a total of $1,025,000) for
the 2020-2021 school year and thereafter, fot recurtring purposes
consisting of classroom resources and supplies, classroom technol-
ogy related expenses, transportation and maintenance expenses, and
to maintain adequate staffing levels?



Cameron School Disttict passed its last referendum in
2013 for the facility improvements within the District.
Discussion was held at that time about including an addi-
tional amount of funding for operational purposes, but it
was decided that it was not necessary at that time.

For yeats, Cameron has been one of the lowest spending
distticts in the area in total expenses per student. Over the
past six yeats, Cameron spent nearly $1500 less per
student per year as compared to other districts within
the conference. In Barron County alone, Cameron was the
lowest spending district in terms of total per pupil expendi-
tures for the 15-16 school yeat. On average, Cameron spent
$1250 less per pupil than the other Barron County districts.

The fact that our District has operated at an efficient level
for many years coupled with the continued financial
onstraints that have been in place at the state level since
2010 have prompted the need for our District to consid-
er an opetational referendum. From 1991 through 2010,
revenue limit increases from the state averaged nearly $225
pet student per year. For the past five years, this amount
has averaged $90 per student. This is a reduction in state
funding of 60%. The State puts potential funding for
schools into property tax relief, with the understanding that
local residents of school districts will decide through ref-
etendum whether to actually increase funding to their local
schools. Since 2012, over 50% of the school districts
in the state of Wisconsin have passed excess levy
referendums to increase funding,

Cameron School District provides a high quality education
with the lowest cost per pupil in the County. In order to
maintain its quality education, the Cameron School Board
has determined that it is time to ask residents to increase
school funding by raising revenue limits. On April 4, the
Cameron School District will be asking the community to
raise the revenue limit up to an average of $915,000 per
yeat for the next five years and for $1,025,000 for each year

thete after. While this is a substantial amount of addi-
tional funding, it will stili place Cameron as one of the
lowest spending districts in the area. It is important to
note that the referendum would set 2 maximum on what the
board can levy each year. Thus, if funding is improved at
the state level it would allow the boatd to levy less than the
referendum allows.

Staffing in the District accounts for over 75% of the budget
and the Disttict has already made substantial staffing cuts
that simply can go no further. Supply, equipment and re-
source budgets are also at a ctitically low point and further
cuts will have a severe impact on our classrooms. Filling staff
vacancies in all areas continues to be a struggle for districts
across the state as we continue to face fewet and fewer appli-
cants for all positions. Our teaching staff is directly responsi-
ble for our student academics and classroom environments.
Quality teachers are the ultimate key in the lives of our
children. Without a referendum, we will be forced to con-
tinue to freeze all staff wages and will be unable to add any
new positions. As student numbers increase, this will impact
our class sizes and ulimately teacher retention. Our average
teacher has over sixteen years of teaching expertence which
ranks 4th among twenty-three area school districts, but our
wages remain below average.

Finally, it is important to note that this need is not a result

of increased costs from our new buildings and facilities
as our debt service funding has no impact on our operational
budget. In fact, our District has been able to make many cuts
to out operational budget as a result of our new facilities.

Informational meetings about the upcoming referendum
will be held in the Middle School auditorium on Feb. 21
and Mat. 20 at 7:00 p.m, All tesidents ate welcome.



Cameron School District is limited in

what it can spend by a revenue cap that Barron Cou ntv 2015-16 TOtaI

has been in place since 1993. When this
revenue cap was put in place, spending
caps were based on what our District was

spending in 1992. Since Cameron was 516,000

more frugal with spending, our District i::’ggg
was placed at a much lower rate than 510:000
other higher spending districts on this $8,000
revenue limit formula. In the first yearof  ¢g,000
the state imposed revenue limits, Camer- $4,000
on was $961.51 below the state average $2,000
and for the 2015-16 school year, Camer- S0

on was $943.12 below the state average.
In essence, our District has been penal-
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If Cameron was closer to the state
average on the revenue limit calcula-
tion, we would not need to consider

On average, all other Barron County schools
spent over $1250 more per student than Cameron

an operating referendum. in 2015-2016.

Qur deficit

The tevenue that funds our recent building projects
comes directly from our taxpayers and is not asso-
ciated with out general operations budget in any
way. This is NOT a situation of our new build-
ing facilities draining our operational budget.
The increased revenue from our taxpayers that was
apptoved in 2013 funds the annual payments for
this building project. Without the 2013 referendum
the tax rates would be lowet, but thete would be no
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direct impact to our operational budget. Howevet,
we have realized cost savings in several areas as a
result of our new facilities that have helped our op-
erational budget. We have made notable cuts to our
maintenance staffing, office staffing and purchased
setvices largely due to our ability to operate mote
efficiently with the new facilities. The operational
deficit is directly a result of the continued lack
of funding from the state of Wisconsin.




From the year in which revenue limits wete imposed
in 1993 through the year 2010, the state allowed

an average per pupil increase in our tevenue limit
authority in the amount of $223.16 pet yeat. In the
last five years, the state has increased our reve-
nue limit authority and per pupil aid by a mere
$90 per year on average. This average increase has
resulted in an annual revenue increase of roughly
$75,000. This is 2 mete one-half of one percent
(-58%) of our District’s budget. This is nowhere
near adequate to keep up with annual cost increases.

Currently, our District enrolls 274 students from
other school districts into the Disttict and there are
70 students open enrolled out of Cameton to neigh-
boring schools. This net increase of 204 students
for our District brings neatly $1.4 million into our
Disttict for the year. The revenue from our open

A tax impact of $2.05 was estimated heading into
the 2013 referendum, so it was anticipated that our
adjusted mill rates following that referendum would
have been into the $12.00 range. For the past two
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enrolled students covers the cost of staffing needed
for these extra students. The extra students that we
accept via open entollment not only help our Dis-
trict to maintain very healthy class sizes, but they
also help us to sustain healthy programming from
the classrooms to the clubs to the athletic fields.

years, we have held our mill rate at $11.18—a full
$1.00 below where our projections wete back in
2013. This is largely due to the fact that the state
has frozen per pupil funding on the tevenue limit
formula. An operating refetendum to address
our needs would bring the mill rate estimates
into the mid $12 amounts—only slightly above
where they wete estimated to be in 2013.




